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REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 



The real party in interest in this appeal is the following party: International Business 
Machines Corporation, as reflected in the Assignment recorded on October 19, 2000, at Reel 
011290, Frame 0864. 
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RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 



With respect to other appeals or interferences that will directly affect, or be directly affected 
by, or have a bearing on the Board's decision in the pending appeal, there are no such appeals or 
interferences. 
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STATUS OF CLAIMS 



A. TOTAL NUMBER OF CLAIMS IN APPLICATION 

Claims in the application are: 1 -27. 



B. STATUS OF ALL THE CLAIMS IN APPLICATION 

1. Claims canceled: None. 

2. Claims withdrawn from consideration but not canceled: None. 

3. Claims pending: 1-27. 

4. Claims allowed: None. 

5. Claims rejected: 1-27. 

C. CLAIMS ON APPEAL 



The claims on appeal are: 1-27. 



STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

There are no amendments after the Final Rejection that was mailed June 17, 2005. 
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SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 



A. CLAIM 1 - INDEPENDENT 

Applicants' independent claim 1 describes a method in a network computing system for 
managing configuration information for a set of components in a network computing system. 
The method includes storing the configuration information for the set of components in the 
network computing system to form stored configuration information (Specification page 30, lines 
1-6.), responsive to a power cycle (Specification page 5, lines 7-8.), obtaining current 
configuration information from the set of components (Specification page 30, line 30, through 
page 31, line 2.), comparing the current configuration information with the stored configuration 
information to form a comparison (Specification 5, lines 9-11 and page 31, lines 6-13.), and 
updating the stored configuration information if a difference is present in the comparison 
(Specification page 31, lines 13-16.). 

B. CLAIM 8 - INDEPENDENT 

Applicants' independent claim 8 describes a method in a network computing system for 
managing configuration information in the network computing system. The method includes 
discovering a component at a location on the network computing system (Specification page 26, 
lines 15-17.), determining whether the component was previously in the location (Specification 
page 27, lines 29-3 1 .), configuring the component using previously stored configuration 
information for the component if the component was previously in the location (Specification 
page 28, lines 4-6.), and configuring the component without the previously stored configuration 
information if the component was not previously in the location (Specification page 28, line 20, 
through page 28, line 31.). 

C. CLAIM 9 - INDEPENDENT 

Applicants' independent claim 9 describes a method in a network computing system for 
managing configuration information the network computing system. The method includes 
discovering a component at a location on the network computing system (Specification page 26, 
lines 15-17 and page 32, lines 17-18.), determining whether stored configuration information is 
present at the component (Specification page 30, lines 8-14.), responsive to the stored 
configuration information being present at the component, reading the stored configuration 
information (Specification page 30, line 30, through page 31, line 2.), configuring the stored 
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configuration information (Specification page 33, lines 14-20.), determining whether changes to 
a configuration of the component are present, and responsive to changes being present 
(Specification page 33, lines 11-14 and Figure 1 .), updating the changes to the stored 
configuration information in the component (Specification page 5, lines 11-14 and page 33, lines 
14-17.). 

D. CLAIM 1 1 - INDEPENDENT 

Applicants' independent claim 1 1 describes a data processing system. The data 
processing system includes a bus system, a communications adapter connected to the bus system, 
a memory including a set of instructions connected to the bus system, and a processing unit 
connected to the bus system (Specification page 10, line 8 through page 13, line 13.). The 
processing unit executes the set of instructions to store the configuration information for the set 
of components in the network computing system to form stored configuration information 
(Specification page 30, lines 1-6.), obtain current configuration information from the set of 
components responsive to a power cycle (Specification page 5, lines 7-8.), compare the current 
configuration information with the stored configuration information to form a comparison 
(Specification 5, lines 9-1 1 and page 31, lines 6-13.), and update the stored configuration 
information if a difference is present in the comparison (Specification page 31, lines 13-16.). 

E. CLAIM 15 - INDEPENDENT 

Applicants' independent claim 15 describes a network computing system for managing 
configuration information. The network computing system includes storing means for storing the 
configuration information for a set of components in the network computing system to form 
stored configuration information (Specification page 30, lines 1-6 and Figure 1.), obtaining 
means, responsive to a power cycle (Specification page 5, lines 7-8.), for obtaining current 
configuration information from the set of components (Specification page 30, line 30 through 
page 31 line 2 and Figure 1.), comparing means for comparing the current configuration 
information with the stored configuration information to form a comparison (Specification 5, 
lines 9-1 1 and page 31, lines 6-13 and Figure 1.), and updating means for updating the stored 
configuration information if a difference is present in the comparison (Specification page 31, 
lines 13-16 and Figure 1). 
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E. CLAIM 22 - INDEPENDENT 

Applicants' independent claim 22 describes a data processing system in a network 
computing system for managing configuration information. The data processing system includes 
discovering means for discovering a component at a location on the network computing system 
(Specification page 26, lines 15-17 and Figure 1.), determining means for determining whether 
the component was previously in the location (Specification page 27, lines 29-3 1 and Figure 1.), 
first configuring means for configuring the component using previously stored configuration 
information for the component if the component was previously in the location (Specification 
page 28, lines 4-6 and Figure 1.), and second configuring means for configuring the component 
without the previously stored configuration information if the component was not previously in 
the location (Specification page 28, line 20, through page 28, line 1 and Figure 31.). 

F. CLAIM 23 - INDEPENDENT 

Applicants' independent claim 23 describes a data processing system in a network 
computing system for managing configuration information the network computing system. The 
data processing system includes discovering means for discovering a component at a location on 
the network computing system (Specification page 26, lines 15-17 and page 32, lines 17-18 and 
Figure 1 .), first determining means for determining whether stored configuration information is 
present at the component (Specification page 30, lines 9-15 and Figure 1.), reading means, 
responsive to the stored configuration information being present at the component, for reading 
the stored configuration information (Specification page 30, line 30, through page 31, line 2 and 
Figure 1 .), configuring means for configuring the stored configuration information (Specification 
page 33, lines 14-20 and Figure 1.), second determining means for determining whether changes 
to a configuration of the component are present, and updating means (Specification page 33, 
lines 1 1-14 and Figure 1.), responsive to changes being present, for updating the changes to the 
stored configuration information in the component (Specification page 5, lines 11-14 and page 
33, lines 14-17 and Figure 1.). 

G. CLAIM 25 - INDEPENDENT 

Applicants' independent claim 25 describes a computer program product in a computer 
readable medium for use in a network computing system for managing configuration information 
for a set of components in a network computing system. The computer program product includes 
first instructions for storing the configuration information for the set of components in the 
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network computing system to form stored configuration information (Specification page 30, lines 
1-6 and page 34, line 27 through page 35 line 14.), second instructions for responsive to a power 
cycle (Specification page 5, lines 7-8 and page 34, line 27 through page 35 line 14.), obtaining 
current configuration information from the set of components (Specification page 30, line 30, 
through page 31, line 2 and page 34, line 27 through page 35 line 14.), third instructions for 
comparing the current configuration information with the stored configuration information to 
form a comparison (Specification 5, lines 9-11 and page 31, lines 6-13 and page 34, line 27 
through page 35 line 14.), and fourth instructions for updating the stored configuration 
information if a difference is present in the comparison (Specification page 31, lines 13-16 and 
page 34, line 27 through page 35 line 14.). 

H. CLAIM 26 - INDEPENDENT 

Applicants' independent claim 26 describes a computer program product in a computer 
readable medium for use in a network computing system for managing configuration information 
in the network computing system. The computer program product includes first instructions for 
discovering a component at a location on the network computing system (Specification page 26, 
lines 15-17 and page 34, line 27 through page 35 line 14.), second instructions for determining 
whether the component was previously in the location (Specification page 27, lines 29-3 1 and 
page 34, line 27 through page 35 line 14.), third instructions for configuring the component using 
previously stored configuration information for the component if the component was previously 
in the location (Specification page 28, lines 4-6 and page 34, line 27 through page 35 line 14.), 
and fourth instructions for configuring the component without the previously stored 
configuration information if the component was not previously in the location (Specification 
page 28, line 20, through page 28, line 31 and page 34, line 27 through page 35 line 14.). 

I. CLAIM 27 - INDEPENDENT 

Applicants' independent claim 27 describes a computer program product in a computer 
readable medium for use in a network computing system for managing configuration information 
the network computing system. The computer program product includes first instructions for 
discovering a component at a location on the network computing system (Specification page 26, 
lines 15-17, page 32, lines 17-18, and page 34, line 27 through page 35 line 14.), second 
instructions for determining whether stored configuration information is present at the 
component (Specification page 30, lines 9-15 and page 34, line 27 through page 35 line 14.), 
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third instructions for responsive to the stored configuration information being present at the 
component, reading the stored configuration information (Specification page 30, line 30, through 
page 31, line 2 and page 34, line 27 through page 35 line 14.), fourth instructions for configuring 
the stored configuration information (Specification page 33, lines 14-20 and page 34, line 27 
through page 35 line 14.), fifth instructions for determining whether changes to a configuration of 
the component are present, and sixth instructions for responsive to changes being present, 
updating the changes to the stored configuration information in the component (Specification 
page 5, lines 11-14, page 33, lines 14-17, and page 34, line 27 through page 35 line 14.). 
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GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 



A. GROUND OF REJECTION 1 (Claims 1-10 and 15-27) 

Claims 1-10 and 15-27 stand finally rejected under 35 U.S. C. § 102(e) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent 6,496,503 issued to Pelissier. 

B. GROUND OF REJECTION 2 (Claims 11-14) 

Claims 11-14 stand finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent 6,694,361 issued to Shah in view of U.S. Patent 6,496,503 issued to Pelissier. 
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ARGUMENT 



A. GROUND OF REJECTION 1 (Claims 1-10 and 15-27) 

Claims 1-10 and 15-27 stand finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated 
by U.S. Patent 6,496,503 issued to Pelissier. This position is not well founded. 

Applicants' claims 1,11,15, and 25 describe responsive to a power cycle, obtaining current 
configuration information from a set of components, comparing the current configuration 
information with stored configuration information to form a comparison, and updating the stored 
configuration information if a difference is present in the comparison. 

Pelissier does not teach obtaining current configuration information from a set of 
components in a network computing system in response to a power cycle, comparing the current 
configuration information with stored configuration information to form a comparison, or updating 
stored configuration information if a difference is present in the comparison. 

Pelissier teaches a system for device initialization and operation using directed routing. 
With the system of Pelissier, devices in the network power-up without individual addresses 
assigned to them and without forwarding databases. Each device is not responsible for learning the 
topology of the network or generating its own forwarding database. Rather, a central network 
manager discovers the topology of the network, assigning addresses to each device, generating 
forwarding databases for each device, and then initializing each device by providing the assigned 
address and the forwarding database to each device for storage. 

In order to perform these functions, the system of Pelissier routes management cells through 
a network or fabric whose configuration is unknown. These management cells are routed through 
an unconfigured or partially configured network using explicit routing to initialize or configure each 
device. After the devices in the network have been configured, subsequent cells can be routed 
through the newly configured devices using the more efficient destination address routing technique 
because each device would now have a forwarding database. 

The management cell includes a destination address that identifies a permissive address, i.e. 
a global address that is interpreted by devices in the network as being explicitly addressed to that 
device. When a switch receives a management cell with a permissive address, the switch examines 
several variables to determine the next hop of an explicit route (column 3, lines 48-54). The 
explicit route is an explicit list of port numbers that the cell is to traverse during the explicit phase 
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of its transition through the network (column 5, lines 55-58). The determination of the next hop, 
with regard to a permissive address being in the destination address of the management cell, 
involves identifying the port number associated with the switch manager or the switch that received 
the management cell (column 7, linesl-12). The management cell includes two arrays, IPATH() 
and RPATH() which store port numbers associated with the hops that the cell encounters during its 
outbound and return paths (column 7, lines 59-64). It is these arrays that permit the network 
manager to discover the topology of the network. 

Nowhere in Pelissier is there any teaching that, responsive to a power cycle, current 
configuration information from a set of components in a network computing system is obtained and 
compared to stored configuration information to determine if there are differences and, if there are, 
the stored configuration information is updated. To the contrary, Pelissier merely teaches sending 
out management cells which compile lists of port numbers for switches through which the 
management cells are routed in both an outbound and return path. There is no comparison of these 
port numbers to anything. The only comparison even mentioned in Pelissier is the comparison of a 
hop pointer to a hop count to determine if a cell has reached the end of an explicit route (column 1 1 , 
lines 17-19). This does not compare current configuration information for a set of components in a 
network computing system to stored configuration information of the set of components. It is 
merely a comparison of a hop count to a maximum number of hops value. 

In the Examiner's Final Action mailed June 17, 2005, page 3, second paragraph, the 
Examiner referred to column 12, lines 52-63, of Pelissier, which states "the devices in the network 
power-up without specific MAC addresses assigned to them (i.e., without MAC addresses assigned 
to their Switch Managers 204) and without a forwarding database. According to an embodiment of 
the invention, the devices power-up with the permissive address initially assigned to the switch 
manager 204. A hardware vendor may provide a Device GUTD or other device information in the 
device, which may be read or queried by manager 1 50 even before the device is initialized". 

Although this section does refer to powering-up devices, it does not teach obtaining current 
configuration information responsive to a power cycle . Column 12, lines 52-63 of Pelissier teaches 
two separate things. It teaches the devices powering-up without specific MAC addresses assigned 
to them, and it teaches a situation where a vendor may provide a Device GUTD or other device 
information in the device which may be read or queried by manager 1 50 even before the device is 
initialized. Pelissier does not teach that these two things are related in any way. For example, 
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Pelissier does not teach that the device is queried to obtain the device information when the device 
is powered-up. 

In the Examiner's Final Action on page 3, third paragraph, the Examiner referred to column 
8, lines 52-57, which states "a management cell can be used to query or update data objects in a 
targeted device". This section of Pelissier does not teach obtaining current configuration 
information responsive to a power cycle. Merely being able to query or update data objects does 
not teach obtaining current configuration information responsive to a power cycle . Teaching 
querying or updating a data object does not teach obtaining current configuration information. And, 
it does not teach obtaining this information responsive to a power cycle. 

Applicants claim obtaining current configuration information responsive to a power cycle. 
Pelissier does not teach obtaining current configuration information responsive to a power cycle. 
Therefore, Pelissier does not anticipate Applicants' claims. 

Applicants claim comparing the current configuration information with the stored 
configuration information to form a comparison. Pelissier does not teach a comparison. 

The Office Action mailed March 17, 2004 alleges that Pelissier teaches the features of claim 
1 at column 4, lines 23-44, column 8, lines 46-67, column 9, lines 1-58 and in Figure 4. This 
section of Pelissier merely teaches a central network manager that learns the network topology and 
initializes or configures each of the switches by assigning their MAC addresses and loading their 
forwarding databases. Nothing in this section of Pelissier teaches any comparison of current 
configuration information obtained, in response to a power cycle, to stored configuration 
information for a set of components of a network computing system. Nothing in this section of 
Pelissier teaches anything regarding updating stored configuration information for a set of 
components of a network computing system if a difference is found in a comparison of current 
configuration information with stored configuration information. 

Column 8, lines 46-67 of Pelissier merely teaches that a cell may include a Hop Pointer, a 
Hop Count, a direction field, a destination address field, a source address field, a source MAC 
field, a destination MAC field, an IPATH() array, and a RPATH() array. Nothing in this section 
of Pelissier teaches anything regarding a comparison of current configuration information 
obtained, in response to a power cycle, to stored configuration information for a set of components 
of a network computing system. Nothing in this section of Pelissier teaches anything regarding 
updating stored configuration information for a set of components of a network computing system 



(Appeal Brief Page 14 of 30) 
Kirby et al. - 09/692,365 



if a difference is found in a comparison of current configuration information with stored 
configuration information. 

As discussed above, the Hop pointer is merely a maximum number of hops. The hop count 
is the current number of hops the cell has traversed in the path. The direction field merely identifies 
inbound or outbound. The destination address identifies either a specific device address or a 
permissive address, as discussed above. The source address identifies the source of the 
management cell and the SMAC and DMAC fields identify the MAC addresses of the source and 
destination. As mentioned above, the IPATH() and RPATH() arrays identify the port numbers 
encountered by the cell in its outbound and return paths. Thus, nothing in the description of these 
fields teaches anything regarding the features of claim 1 of the present application. 

Column 9, lines 1-58 of Pelissier merely teach that the central network manager may set 
the MAC address or query the MAC address of a device and that an entry in a device's 
forwarding database may be queried or updated by the central network manager. However, there 
is no teaching or even mention of any comparisons in this, or any other, section of Pelissier. 
Pelissier never compares current configuration information for a set of components of a network 
computing system to stored configuration information for the set of components in order to 
determine if there are any differences and, if so, update the stored configuration information. 
Pelissier uses a management cell to compile a list of port numbers as it is routed through a 
directed path. Pelissier does not perform any comparisons or updates based on the results of any 
comparisons. 

Figure 4 of Pelissier merely illustrates the cell discussed above. The illustration in Figure 
4 is merely a plurality of boxes labeled with the various fields of a cell as previously discussed 
and thus, does not add any new information beyond that which has been addressed above. Thus, 
in view of the above, Applicants respectfully submit that Pelissier does not teach each and every 
feature of independent claim 1 as is required under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). 

Similar distinctions apply to the other rejected independent claims 11,15 and 25. Each of 
these claims recite obtaining current configuration information for a set of components of a 
network computing system in response to a power cycle, comparing the current configuration 
information to stored configuration information for the set of components, and updating the 
stored configuration information if a difference is present in the comparison. As set forth above 
Pelissier does not teach these features. 
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Applicants' claims 8, 22, and 26 describe discovering a component at a location and 
determining whether the component was previously in the location, configuring the component 
using previously stored configuration information for the component if the component was 
previously in the location, and configuring the component without the previously stored 
configuration information if the component was not previously in the location. 

Regarding independent claims 8, 22 and 26, Pelissier does not teach determining whether 
a component was previously in a location, configuring the component using previously stored 
configuration information for the component if the component was previously in the location, or 
configuring the component without the previously stored configuration information if the 
component was not previously in the location. 

While Pelissier permits network discovery in an unconfigured or partially configured 
network, there is no teaching or suggestion in Pelissier regarding any determination as to whether 
a particular component was at a location in the network previously and, depending upon the 
results of the determination, either configuring the component with previously stored 
configuration information or not, as recited in claims 8, 22 and 26. To the contrary, the network 
discovery described in Pelissier merely sends out management cells which compile a list of port 
numbers in their arrays to thereby discover the network topology. The devices may then be 
configured by assigning a MAC address and a forwarding database to the device. This 
configuration does not include any determination as to whether the device was previously at this 
location or not and if so, using previously stored configuration information. 

Regarding this claim, in the Examiner's Final Action on page 3, third paragraph, the 
Examiner referred to column 8, lines 52-57, which states "a management cell can be used to query 
or update data objects in a targeted device". This section of Pelissier does not teach determining 
whether a component was previously in a location. Merely querying or updating a data object 
does not teach determining whether a component was previously in a location. Applicants' claim 
describes more than just querying an object. Applicants claim determining whether a component 
was previously at a location. 

The cited section of Pelissier also does not teach configuring the component using 
previously stored configuration information for the component if the component was previously 
in the location. Querying or updating a data object does not teach Applicants' claimed feature. 
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The cited section of Pelissier also does not teach configuring the component without 
previously stored configuration information if the component was not previously in the location. 
Querying or updating a data object does not teach Applicants' claimed feature. 

Pelissier does not teach the features of independent claims 8, 22, or 26. Therefore, 
Pelissier does not anticipate these claims. 

Applicants' clams 9, 23, and 27 describe discovering a component at a location and 
determining whether the component was previously in the location, responsive to the stored 
configuration information being present at the component, reading the stored configuration 
information, configuring the stored information, determining whether changes to a configuration of 
the component are present, and responsive to changes being present, updating the changes to the 
stored information. 

With regard to independent claims 9, 23 and 27, Pelissier does not teach determining if 
there is stored configuration information present in a component, determining whether changes to 
a configuration of the component are present, and if so, updating the changes to the stored 
configuration information in the component. As discussed at length above, Pelissier merely 
teaches the sending of management cells through a directed path to thereby compile lists of port 
numbers from switches corresponding to the path taken by the management cell. Pelissier 
teaches assigning MAC addresses to devices and providing the devices with forwarding 
databases based on the topology determined using the management cells, but says nothing 
regarding determining if a component has configuration information, determining if the 
configuration of a component has changed, or updating configuration information in a 
component if the configuration of the component has changed. 

Thus, in view of the above, Applicants respectfully submit that Pelissier does not teach 
each and every feature of independent claims 1, 8, 9, 1 1, 15, 22, 23, 25 26 and 27 as is required 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e). At least by virtue of their dependency on claims 1,9, 11, 15 and 23, 
respectively, Pelissier does not teach each and every feature of dependent claims 2-7, 10, 12-14, 
16-21 or 24. 
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B. GROUND OF REJECTION 2 (Claims 11-14) 

Claims 11-14 stand finally rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent 6,694,361 issued to Shah in view of U.S. Patent 6,496,503 issued to Pelissier. This 
position is not well founded. 

The Pelissier reference and its application to the features of claim 1 1 have been discussed 
above. Shah does not provide for the deficiencies in Pelissier as noted above. That is, like 
Pelissier, Shah fails to teach obtaining current configuration information from a set of 
components in a network computing system in response to a power cycle, comparing the current 
configuration information to stored configuration information for the set of components, or 
updating the stored configuration information if a difference is present in the comparison. 

Shah teaches a methodology for assigning multiple local identifiers (LIDs) to ports in a 
cluster. With the method of Shah, a subnet manager performs a topology discovery of the cluster 
and detects ports associated with the fabric. The subnet manager then computes a minimal 
spanning tree for the cluster which connects every port to every other port through a single path. 
The subnet manager then assigns a single base LID to each port and programs the assigned LIDs 
into forwarding tables in the fabric. Additional LIDs are reserved for each port while the single 
base LID is assigned to each port such that the fabric is functional and connected when the 
subnet manager is performing a path analysis of the cluster. 

Shah teaches work queues formed in pairs including send queues and receive queues 
which are located in channel adapters of a host system (column 3, lines 29-47 and column 6, 
lines 22-43). Shah also teaches a subnet manager that assigns unique addresses to all channel 
adapter ports. Shah further teaches a partition manager as part of the subnet manager that assigns 
partition keys to the fabric agents (column 7, lines 23-42). However, nowhere in Shah is there 
any teaching or suggestion regarding obtaining current configuration information from a set of 
components in a network computing system in response to a power cycle, comparing the current 
configuration information to stored configuration information for the set of components, or 
updating the stored configuration information if a difference is present in the comparison. The 
Office Action erroneously relies upon Pelissier to provide these teachings which it does not, as 
discussed above. 

Thus, even if Shah were combinable with Pelissier as alleged by the Office Action, the 
result still would not be the invention as recited in claim 1 1 since neither reference teaches or 

(Appeal Brief Page 18 of 30) 
Kirby et al. - 09/692,365 



suggests obtaining current configuration information from a set of components in a network 
computing system in response to a power cycle, comparing the current configuration information 
to stored configuration information for the set of components, or updating the stored 
configuration information if a difference is present in the comparison. Since neither reference 
teaches these features, any alleged combination of the references still would not teach these 
features. Therefore, the invention as recited in claim 1 1 is not obvious in view of the alleged 
combination of Pelissier and Shah. 

In view of the above, Applicants respectfully submit that Pelissier and Shah, whether 
taken alone or in combination, do not teach or suggest the features recited in independent claim 
1 1 . At least by virtue of their dependency on claim 1 1 , neither Pelissier nor Shah, either alone or 
in combination, teach or suggest the features of dependent claims 12-14. 

C. CONCLUSION 

Pelissier does not anticipate claims 1-10 and 15-27. Pelissier does not teach the features of 
independent claims 1 , 11, 15, and 25 or the claims that depend from these independent claims. 
Pelissier does not teach obtaining current configuration information from a set of components in a 
network computing system in response to a power cycle, comparing the current configuration 
information with stored configuration information to form a comparison, or updating stored 
configuration information if a difference is present in the comparison. 

Pelissier does not anticipate independent claims 8, 22, and 26. Pelissier does not teach 
determining whether a component was previously in a location, configuring the component using 
previously stored configuration information for the component if the component was previously 
in the location, or configuring the component without previously stored configuration 
information if the component was not previously in the location. 

Pelissier does not anticipate independent claims 9, 23, and 27. Pelissier does not teach 
determining if there is stored configuration information present in a component, determining 
whether changes to a configuration of the component are present, and if so, updating the changes 
to the stored configuration information in the component. 

The combination of Shah and Pelissier does not render claims 1 1-14 unpatentable. Shah 
does not provide for the deficiencies in Pelissier. Therefore, the combination of Shah and 
Pelissier does not teach obtaining current configuration information from a set of components in a 
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network computing system in response to a power cycle, comparing the current configuration 
information with stored configuration information to form a comparison, or updating stored 
configuration information if a difference is present in the comparison. 

Therefore, Applicants' claims are believed to be patentable over the cited prior art. 

Date: November 21, 2006 

Respectfully submitted, 

/Lisa L.B. Yociss/ 

Lisa L.B. Yociss 
Registration No. 36,975 
Yee & Associates, P.C. 
P.O. Box 802333 
Dallas, Texas 75380 
(972) 385-8777 

ATTORNEY FOR APPLICANTS 
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CLAIMS APPENDIX 



The text of the claims involved in the appeal are: 

1 . A method in a network computing system for managing configuration information for a 
set of components in a network computing system, the method comprising: 

storing the configuration information for the set of components in the network computing 
system to form stored configuration information; 

responsive to a power cycle, obtaining current configuration information from the set of 
components; 

comparing the current configuration information with the stored configuration 
information to form a comparison; 

updating the stored configuration information if a difference is present in the comparison. 

2. The method of claim 1, wherein the network computing system is a system area network. 

3. The method of claim 1, wherein the storing step comprises: 

storing the configuration information at a node in the network computing system where 
the subnet manager resides. 

4. The method of claim 1, wherein the storing step comprises: 

storing configuration information associated with a component along with the 
component. 
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5 . The method of claim 1 , wherein the stored configuration information is stored in one of a 
non- volatile random access memory, a hard disk drive, and an optical disk. 

6. The method of claim 1, wherein the set of components are a set of nodes. 

7. The method of claim 1 , wherein the set of components are a set of devices within nodes. 

8. A method in a network computing system for managing configuration information in the 
network computing system, the method comprising: 

discovering a component at a location on the network computing system; 

determining whether the component was previously in the location; 

configuring the component using previously stored configuration information for the 
component if the component was previously in the location; and 

configuring the component without the previously stored configuration information if the 
component was not previously in the location. 

9. A method in a network computing system for managing configuration information the 
network computing system, the method comprising: 

discovering a component at a location on the network computing system; 
determining whether stored configuration information is present at the component; 
responsive to the stored configuration information being present at the component, 
reading the stored configuration information; 

configuring the stored configuration information; 
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determining whether changes to a configuration of the component are present; and 
responsive to changes being present, updating the changes to the stored configuration 
information in the component. 

10. The method of claim 9, wherein the updating step comprises: 

correcting for conflicts in the configuration of the component using the stored 
configuration information to form changed configuration information; 
saving the changed configuration information at the component. 

11. A data processing system comprising: 
a bus system; 

a communications adapter connected to the bus system; 

a memory including a set of instructions connected to the bus system; 

a processing unit connected to the bus system, wherein the processing unit executes the 
set of instructions to store the configuration information for the set of components in the network 
computing system to form stored configuration information; obtain current configuration 
information from the set of components responsive to a power cycle; compare the current 
configuration information with the stored configuration information to form a comparison; and 
update the stored configuration information if a difference is present in the comparison. 

12. The data processing system of claim 11, wherein the processor unit includes a set of 
processors. 
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13. The data processing system of claim 11, wherein the processor unit includes a single 
processor. 

14. The data processing system of claim 1 1 , wherein the bus system includes a primary bus 
and a secondary bus. 

15. A network computing system for managing configuration information, the network 
computing system comprising: 

storing means for storing the configuration information for a set of components in the 
network computing system to form stored configuration information; 

obtaining means, responsive to a power cycle, for obtaining current configuration 
information from the set of components; 

comparing means for comparing the current configuration information with the stored 
configuration information to form a comparison; 

updating means for updating the stored configuration information if a difference is 
present in the comparison. 

16. The network computing system of claim 15, wherein the network computing system is a 
system area network. 

17. The network computing system of claim 15, wherein the storing means comprises: 
second storing means for storing the configuration information at a node in the network 

computing system where the subnet manager resides. 
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1 8. The network computing system of claim 15, wherein the storing means comprises: 
second storing means for storing configuration information associated with a component 

along with the component. 

19. The network computing system of claim 15, wherein the stored configuration information 
is stored in one of a non-volatile random access memory, a hard disk drive, and an optical disk. 

20. The network computing system of claim 15, wherein the set of components are a set of 
nodes. 

21 . The network computing system of claim 15, wherein the set of components are a set of 
devices within nodes. 

22. A data processing system in a network computing system for managing configuration 
information comprising: 

discovering means for discovering a component at a location on the network computing 

system; 

determining means for determining whether the component was previously in the 
location; 

first configuring means for configuring the component using previously stored 
configuration information for the component if the component was previously in the location; 
and 
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second configuring means for configuring the component without the previously stored 
configuration information if the component was not previously in the location. 

23. A data processing system in a network computing system for managing configuration 
information the network computing system comprising: 

discovering means for discovering a component at a location on the network computing 

system; 

first determining means for determining whether stored configuration information is 
present at the component; 

reading means, responsive to the stored configuration information being present at the 
component, for reading the stored configuration information; 

configuring means for configuring the stored configuration information; 

second determining means for determining whether changes to a configuration of the 
component are present; and 

updating means, responsive to changes being present, for updating the changes to the 
stored configuration information in the component. 

24. The data processing system of claim 23, wherein the updating means comprises: 
correcting means for correcting for conflicts in the configuration of the component using 

the stored configuration information to form changed configuration information; 

saving means for saving the changed configuration information at the component. 
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25. A computer program product in a computer readable medium for use in a network 
computing system for managing configuration information for a set of components in a network 
computing system, the computer program product comprising: 

first instructions for storing the configuration information for the set of components in the 
network computing system to form stored configuration information; 

second instructions for responsive to a power cycle, obtaining current configuration 
information from the set of components; 

third instructions for comparing the current configuration information with the stored 
configuration information to form a comparison; 

fourth instructions for updating the stored configuration information if a difference is 
present in the comparison. 

26. A computer program product in a computer readable medium for use in a network 
computing system for managing configuration information in the network computing system, the 
computer program product comprising: 

first instructions for discovering a component at a location on the network computing 

system; 

second instructions for determining whether the component was previously in the 
location; 

third instructions for configuring the component using previously stored configuration 
information for the component if the component was previously in the location; and 

fourth instructions for configuring the component without the previously stored 
configuration information if the component was not previously in the location. 
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27. A computer program product in a computer readable medium for use in a network 
computing system for managing configuration information the network computing system, the 
computer program product comprising: 

first instructions for discovering a component at a location on the network computing 

system; 

second instructions for determining whether stored configuration information is present at 
the component; 

third instructions for responsive to the stored configuration information being present at 
the component, reading the stored configuration information; 

fourth instructions for configuring the stored configuration information; 

fifth instructions for determining whether changes to a configuration of the component 
are present; and 

sixth instructions for responsive to changes being present, updating the changes to the 
stored configuration information in the component. 
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EVIDENCE APPENDIX 



There is no evidence to be presented. 
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RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 



There are no related proceedings. 
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